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Professor Bloodgood has evidenced hy his paper that he has given 
the matter of stream pollution in Indiana considerable thought and 
study. However, there are a few points that should be emphasized.
As was pointed out, the Stream Pollution Control Board does have 
a great deal of power. The law is written in such a way that the Pol­
lution Board should be able to clean up, or rather improve, the pollu­
tion situation in Indiana just as soon as labor and materials are avail­
able. However, the Board does not intend to use its power in this 
manner. The philosophy of the Board is one of impelling rather than 
compelling.
At the present time the State of Indiana is being studied in seg­
ments, so to speak. In other words, each drainage basin is considered 
as a separate entity. From the records and data available the entire 
situation of each drainage basin is being studied by the Board. After 
the basin has been studied and the course to pursue decided upon, the 
engineers from the State Board of Health will contact the various of­
fenders. They will try to point out ways and means of helping the 
offenders eliminate the wastes that are causing the pollution. A period 
will be allowed to elapse before these offenders are again contacted in 
the field. If during that interval the offenders have shown no desire 
or inclination to eliminate the undesirable conditions, they will be asked 
to appear before the Pollution Board, where their problem will be 
frankly discussed. They will again be given an opportunity to take the 
necessary steps to improve their situation. If after a reasonable time 
has elapsed they have not taken any steps, the Board will go from the 
philosophy of impelling to one of compelling and exercise its powers 
to the limit as provided in the statute.
The Board at the present time feels that all those who are contrib­
uting to the pollution of the streams of the state should retain a com­
petent sanitary engineer to study their problem, make an engineering 
report where necessary, and prepare plans and specifications for the cor-
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lection of their problem. The Board believes that if a policy of this 
kind is followed, the sewage-treatment and industrial-waste problems 
in the state will be ready to receive first consideration during the post­
war era, when labor and materials again become available.
Municipalities have authority under the 1932 revenue bond act to 
finance the construction of sewage-treatment works by revenue bonds 
as well as GOB bonds, which latter may be issued up to the constitu­
tional limit of two percent of the total indebtedness. However, under 
the 1932 revenue bond act there is a provision whereby forty citizens 
may file a petition and after a hearing stop the sale of the bonds. It is 
provided in the stream-pollution-control law that “when any munici­
pality proceeds to issue bonds under an order from said Stream Pollu­
tion Control Board that they may proceed and not be influenced by the 
petition of the 40 citizens as set out in the 1932 revenue bond act”. 
"Phis'has been helpful in a number of ways; it gives the municipality a 
chance to go ahead and not have to worry about a remonstrance from 
some citizens who may be opposed to any progressive steps.
The State of Indiana as a whole is becoming stream-pollution con­
scious, a§ is evidenced by their support of the bill which created a Stream 
Pollution Control Board. It is the feeling of the Board that they will 
demand that steps be taken just as soon as possible to improve the con­
ditions of the natural waters of the State of Indiana. The Board, real­
izing this, w ill by its future actions show that it intends to abide by 
the wishes and desires of the majority of the people of the State of 
Indiana.
